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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 1, 3, 6-7 &16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being clearly 
anticipated by US 5,431 ,702 to Schulz. 

3. '702 discloses a method of treating waste (Fig. 1 ), comprising the steps of: 
selecting primarily solid waste (18); shredding (19) and drying (35) said waste; and 
submitting said dried waste to gasification for producing a combustible gas (45); 
wherein the method also comprises the steps of selecting primarily liquid waste (11) 
containing solids in suspension and of filtering (12) said liquid waste to substantially 
separate the solids from the liquid waste (Col. 2, lines 43-51). 

4. With respect to claim 3, '702 discloses a method further comprising the steps of 
collecting waste (collected and pressed into briquettes in Col. 3, lines 22-24) and 
cooling waste (35). 

5. With respect to claim 6, '702 discloses a method further comprising the step of 
directly submitting dried waste from the dryer to a gasifier (as best understood, directly 
submitted means without an intermediate storage step) (Col. 3, lines 47-49; Col. 3, lines 
54-55). 
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6. With respect to claim 7, 702 discloses a method further comprising the steps of 
obtaining said dried waste from the dryer (35) and directly storing said dried waste (40) 
before directly supplying the dried waste to a gasifier (45) (Col. 3, lines 41-47; Col. 3, 
lines 51-55). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

8. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 702 in 
view of US 3,807,644 to Van Ee. 702 fails to disclose a method step for the treatment 
of waste containing feathers, comprising the step of submitting quills of feathers to a 
cutter with a plurality of cutter blades so configured to section the quills (assuming the 
step is somehow different than the shredding step claimed in claims 1 & 2; see § 1 12 
rejections above). '644 teaches a chopper pump capable of performing a method step 
of submitting quills of feathers to a cutter with a plurality of cutter blades so configured 
to section the quills (Col. 3, lines 42-44). It would have been obvious to one skilled in 
the art at the time of invention to combine the method of 702 with the chopper pump 
assembly of '644, because such a combination would have produced the added benefit 
of a pump capable of chopping feathers and similar materials into small enough pieces 
to prevent clogging of the pipes. 
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9. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 702 in 
view of US 2003/0177963 to Maxwell. '702 fails to disclose the method step of routing 
the exhausts from the drying step and the gasification step to a single thermal oxidizer. 
'963 teaches the step of routing the exhausts from the drying step and the gasification 
step to a single thermal oxidizer (Paragraph 0062, lines 1-3; claim 3 of '963). It would 
have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of invention to modify the method 
of '702 with the exhaust routing method step of '963, since such a modification would 
have produced the added benefit of preheated combustion air and an efficient means 
for disposing of odorous air produced by the drying step. 

10. Claims 2, 1 1 , 14-15 & 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over 702 in view of '643. 

1 1 . 702 discloses a method of treating waste (Fig. 1 ), comprising the steps of: 
selecting primarily solid waste (18); shredding (19) and drying said waste (35); and 
submitting said dried waste to gasification for producing a combustible gas (45). 702 
fails to disclose a method further comprising a step of submitting odorous emissions to 
a thermal oxidizer. '643 teaches a method step of submitting odorous emissions of the 
drying step to a thermal oxidizer (Col. 7, lines 57-58; Col. 7 line 68 - Col. 8, line 2; Col. 
1 1 , lines 1 8-22). It would have been obvious to combine the method of 702 with the 
oxidizing step as taught by '643, since such a combination would have produced the 
added benefit of deodorization of odorous gases. 
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12. With respect to claim 1 1 , 702 discloses a method further comprising the steps of 
collecting waste (collected and pressed into briquettes in Col. 3, lines 22-24) and 
cooling waste (35). 

13. With respect to claim 14, 702 discloses a method further comprising the step of 
directly submitting dried waste from the dryer to a gasifier (as best understood, directly 
submitted means without an intermediate storage step) (Col. 3, lines 47-49; Col. 3, lines 
54-55). 

14. With respect to claim 15, 702 discloses a method further comprising the steps of 
obtaining said dried waste from the dryer (35) and directly storing said dried waste (40) 
before directly supplying the dried waste to a gasifier (45) (Col. 3, lines 41-47; Col. 3, 
lines 51-55). 

15. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 702 in 
view of '643 as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of US 3,807,644 to Van Ee. 

16. 702 fails to disclose a method step for the treatment of waste containing 
feathers, comprising the step of submitting quills of feathers to a cutter with a plurality of 
cutter blades so configured to section the quills (assuming the step is somehow different 
than the shredding step claimed in claims 1 & 2; see § 1 12 rejections above). '644 
teaches a chopper pump capable of performing a method step of submitting quills of 
feathers to a cutter with a plurality of cutter blades so configured to section the quills 
(Col. 3, lines 42-44). It would have been obvious to one skilled in the art at the time of 
invention to combine the method of 702 with the chopper pump assembly of '644, since 
such a combination would have produced the added benefit of a pump capable of 
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chopping feathers and similar materials into small enough pieces to prevent clogging of 
the pipes. 

17. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 702 in 
view of '643 as applied to claim 2 above, and further in view of '963. 

18. 702 fails to disclose the method step of routing the exhausts from the drying step 
and the gasification step to a single thermal oxidizer. '963 teaches the step of routing 
the exhausts from the drying step and the gasification step to a single thermal oxidizer 
(Paragraph 0062, lines 1-3; claim 3 of '963). It would have been obvious to one skilled 
in the art at the time of invention to modify the method of 702 with the exhaust routing 
method step of '963, since such a modification would have produced the added benefit 
of preheated combustion air and an efficient means for disposing of odorous air 
produced by the drying step. 

Conclusion 

1 9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. US 3,729,298 to Anderson; US 6,871,603 to Maxwell; and US 
4,432,290 to Ishii et al. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to David Laux whose telephone number is (571) 2707619. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-R 7:30-5, F 7:30-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Derris Banks can be reached on (571) 272-4419. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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Examiner, Art Unit 4193 



/Derris H Banks/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 3725 



